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Claims 1 and 5-21 are pending in the application. Claims 1, 5, 6, 1 1, and 12 stand 
allowed. Claims 7-10, 13-1.7. 20 ajri 21 stand rejected. Claims 18 and 19 stand objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejected b^se claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Claims 1, 7, 9, 
13, 17, and 19 are being amended. Claims 16 and 18 are being cancelled. Claims 22 and 23 are 
being added. No new matter is be: ng introduced by way of these amendments. 

Claim I is being amended fo make clear that, in the embodiment being claimed, the first 
and second multi-channel echo caAcellers include first and second signal processors, respectfully. 
Claim 1 is also being amended to Lake clear thai, in the embodiment being claimed, the first and 
second signal processors perform * signal processing function that includes echo cancellation. 
Applicants respectfully submit itojt these amendments have no effect on the allowable subject 
matter contained in claim 1 . Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that these amendments 
be entered. 

The remarks hereinbelow iescribe base claims being amended with limitations of 
objected to dependent claims. Af :er entry of the Claim Listing above, all claims will include 
allowable subject maner. 

Claims 13-17 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Yue et al. 

(U.S. Patent No. 6,665,402) (hereinafter "Yue"). 
The Office Action at page 1 2, item 9 states: 

Claim[s] I is allowable over the prior an of record isince the ^ ed ^^"^f n 
mdiviUlly or in combin Kion fail to particularly disclose ihr - finr *^<*wf 

; r )..*n f „ rone di «Mrr ritcqii for d< ™ W the presence of an 
ZT^nJU disabling w within each channel and pr oducing said iQB SSl 
«ipnal in response thereto 



As stated above, claims 1 8 and U stand objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim (claim 13), but would be a lowable if rewritten in independent form including all the 
limitations of the base claim (claim 13) and any intervening claims (claims 16 and 17). Although 
claim 18 depends from claim 17 Applicants respectfully point out that intervening claim 17 does 
not include the allowable subjea maner stated above and its limitations are not required for 
claim 18 to depend from claim 13. Accordingly, base claim 13 has been amended to include the 
limitations of claims 16 and 18 tbsem the limitations of claim 17. Applicants respectfully 
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submit Thar the rejection of claim 
The xejecUQW of claim 13 should be 

Claims 16 and 18 are being| cancelled 

Claims 17 and 19 are bein 
claims 17 and 19 depend from 
claims 17 and 19 should be allowed 
to base claim 13, 

Claims 7 and 8 stand rej 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,987,098), in 
HU884) ("Pruett"). in further view 

Claim 7 is being amended 
at page 12, item 9 of the Office Action 



1(3 is now moot. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request that 
withdrawn. 



rejected 
i vifw 



vi monitoring a state condition 
presence nf ax\ echo cance 



l now 



allowed 



Therefore, Applicants respectful^ 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 

withdrawn. 

Claim 8 depends from 
submit that claim 8 should be 
respect to base claim 7. 

Claims 9 and 10 stand n 
in view of Wintour, in further vi^w 

As with claim 7 a claim 9 
subject matter at page I2 t item 9 
recite 
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amended to depend from now amended base claim 13. Since 
amended claim 13, Applicants respectfully submit that 
for at least the same reasons as described above with respect 



under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wintour 
of Pruett et al. (U.S. Statutory Invention Registration No. 
of Yue. 

to include limitations directed to the allowable subject matter 
, hi particular, claim 7 is being amended to recite 



of rrhn ntty-ll™™. ir^"djr»r detecting the 
] PJ ^iqahline tone, in each channelu>rp4u Cin S a lop™ 



SP H^ieX whP %~ i rt r epilation is enabled on each r Wl in response 



mTtectine the prince Jf an er ^ canceller disabling tone in each channel 



submit that the rejection of base claim 7 is now moot, 
request that the rejection of base claim I should be 



amended base claim T, therefore, Applicants respectfully 
for at least the same reasons as described above with 



ejjeted 



under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pruett, 
of Yue- 

being amended to include limitations directed to the allowable 
of the Office Action. In particular, claim 9 is being amended to 



-a first controller configured for monitoring a state of echo cancellauonuilEMlBg 

S3 LLnU Jcon f r 4 for nnoducu m a logical sign al i^nmnff whether ec ^ 
^iJi, enaH ^ 4 U^Uannel in rAnnnse to tottW the presence qfffl 
ect]Q cance l)^ (j^bling tone." 



PAGE 13114 ' RCVD AT 4/1912006 9:27:23 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] ' SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-3/0 ' DNIS:2738300* CS1D:1978 341 0136 * DURATION (mnws):04O6 



♦ Apr-19-08 09:28pm 
09/974,748 



Frora-HBSAR 



1978-341-0136 



T-B07 P. 14/14 F-245 



-10- 



BEST AVAILABLE COPY 



submit that the rejection of base claim 9 is now moot, 
ly request thai the rejection of independent claim 9 should be 



Therefore, Applicants respectfully 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfa 
, withdrawn. 

Claim 10 depends from now amended base claim 9; therefore, Applicants respectfully 
submit that claim 10 should be allowed for at least the same reasons as described above with 

respect to base claim 9. 

Claims 20 and 21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yue, 

t 

in view of Wintour. j 

Claims 20 and 21 depend pom now amended base claim 13; therefore, Applicants 
respectfully submit that claims 20|and 2 1 should be allowed for at least the same reasons as 
described above wixh respect to base claim 13. 

New claims 22 and 23 are teeing added to depend from base claim 7 to claim the manner 
in which the signal processing paJameter may be generated according to an embodiment of the 
present invention. Support can bi found in the specification as originally filed at least at page 5 
lines 8 through 17. Acceptance d respectfully requested. 

| CONCLUSION 
In view of the above amendments and remarks, it is believed that all claims (claims 1, 5- 
15, 17, 19-23) are in condition fo r allowance, and it is respectfully requested that the application 
be passed to issue. If the Examiner feels that a telephone conference would expedite prosecution 
of this case, the Examiner is invijed to call the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HAMILTON, BROOK, SMITH & REYNOLDS, P.C. 



Concord, MA 01742-9133 
Dated: *y^j<j/o4 



Mark B.lSolomon J 
Registration No. 44,348 
Telephone: (978) 341-0036 
Facsimile: (978)341-0136 
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